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negotiation and bitter oratory. These must be ranked among
the busiest days in Eden's busy life. Eckhardt was en-
couraged by the backing of the French, Soviet, Rumanian,
Czech and Turkish delegates. Jevtich, of Jugoslavia, who
was supported only by the Italian representative, was un-
compromisingly bitter, but even he was made to look mild
before the tremendous militancy of Titulescu.
Laval—who as successor to Barthou was in many ways
the most fatal consequence of the Marseilles murder—
abandoned his usual suavity. He began at once with
the ominous words, ' In this serious debate France stands
by the side of Jugoslavia', and as for Hungarian Revision-
ism which Eckhardt had stressed, ' any person who tries
to remove a frontier-mark disturbs the peace of Europe'.
Aloisi kept the ball of dissension rolling by his emphasis on
the difference between revisionism and terrorism. Litvinov
made one of the first of his many disconcerting contributions
to the League by declaring Russia's holy hatred of anything
to do with terror.
In this atmosphere of passionate if well prepared prolixity,
Anthony Eden's plea was that the discussion should be
'limited to the actual subject on the agenda and that all
grievances not strictly relevant to it should be excluded. This
sane and matter-of-fact attitude led to his appointment,
amid general acclamation and without noticeable objection
from the protagonists, as rapporteur. So intense were the dis-
cussions of detail and policy, right and wrong, that Eden
was the self-same evening in a position to put before
colleagues at a further meeting of the Council the draft of
a resolution to cover every aspect of the dispute.
This resolution is in many ways the high-water mark
of League arbitration. It was divided into four parts.
The first unanimously deplored the crime which occasioned
the loss of the lives of the knightly King Alexander I
of Jugoslavia the Unifier, and of M. Louis Barthou;
condemned * this odious crime', and associating itself
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